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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by 
another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this title 
before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act of 1999 
(AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical Amendments Act of 2002 
do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting directly or indirectly from an 
international application filed before November 29, 2000. Therefore, the prior art date of the 
reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior to the amendment by the AIPA (pre- AIPA 
35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

2. Claims 1 , 2, and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Kiraly et 
al. (U.S 6, 324, 511, filed on October 1, 1998). 

3. Kiraly et al. teach a method and system for: 

• Analyzing a given text string (MS Word text, fig. 4, Step 410) and determine the concept 
embodied in the text string and the story behind it such a ("horror story", column 9, line 
50); 

• Selecting animation components corresponding to the concept of the text string ("the 
text-reader software selects an image or animation sequence that relates to the context of 
the selected section of the text-based data", coluirm 10, lines 16-18); 
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• Composing a final animation related to the concept of the text string (fig. 4, element 
460); which are displayed on a computer (Abstract) 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 3- 6, 15, and 17-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kiraly et al. in view of Wen-Syan Li (U.S 6, 480, 843, filed on November 3, 1998) and 
ftirther in view of Hatlelid et al. (U.S 6, 522, 333, filed on October 18, 1999). 

6. As per claims 3, and 15 Kiraly et al. teach: 

• Filtering said text string to remove any text that is not central to the message contained in 
said text string ("the text filters filter out text that should not be read aloud", colimml4, 
lines 50-51); 

However, Kiraly et al. do not teach; 

• Replacing inappropriate concepts by examining how each concept was selected using a 
concept replacement library; 

• Prioritizing concepts by weighting each concept based on a preassigned priority system 
when there are multiple concepts contained in said text string to ensure that the most 
important concepts are given the highest priority 
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Li, however, teaches query processing wherein he replaces inappropriate concepts in the 
input text after weighting, and prioritizing a concept among a pluraHty of concepts (the query is 
expanded conceptually by replacing the query words by their corresponding higher-level 
semantic concept and syntactic relationship (e.g. co-occurrence), (column 7, 19-22). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Kiraly et al. and Li for the benefit of 
analyzing and determining the concept of a text string or a set of queries for a further reason. 

Neither Kiraly et al. nor Li match filtered text with concepts by comparing them against a 
phrase pattern library and a library of universally understood emoticons. 

However, Hatlelid et al. reference recognizes phrases within a text, extract their concept 
or categorize them, and associate them with an emotional behavior to be displayed (column 2, 
lines 55-62) 

Kiraly et al. Li, and Hatlelid are analogous art because they are from the same field of 
analyzing an input text string and extracting the concept of it in order to output an animation. 

At the time of invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art, to have added Kiraly et al's. method and system for analyzing and filtering a text string to 
Li's system for matching, replacing, and prioritizing concepts, and library of universally 
understood emoticons of Hatlelid, because, by combining Kiraly et al. teaching (columnl4, lines 
48-51) with Li teaching (column 7, 13-22) and Hatlelid et al's teaching, it will be possible to 
analyze, filter, extract the concept of a text and select animation components from the library of 
universally understood emoticons and compose a final animation to provide an efficient 
communication between users. 
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7- As per claims 4-6 and 17-19, Hatlelid et al. teach processing a text, extract the concept, 
and "communicate essential emotional and behavioral information" (column 2, line 62). 
Therefore it would have been obvious for one skilled in the art to note that Hatlelid et al. art 
discloses a phrase pattern library and a concept replacement library that include a list of 
emoticons and concepts corresponding to each emoticons. 

8. Claims 7-13, 16, and 20-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kiraly et al. as applied to claims 1 and 3. 

9. As per claims 7 and 16 Kiraly et al disclose a library of stories (fig. 3, element 320), 
props (fig. 3 element 330), background (fig. 4 step 444), music (fig. 3 element454), speech (fig. 
4 element 434). 

10. As per claims 8 and 20 Kiraly et al. disclose a method and a system whereby stories 
contain slots in which other animation components may be inserted (fig. 3, element 330). 

11. As per claims 9 and 2 1 Kiraly et al. disclose a method and a system whereby props 
comprise visual components conceptually related to text string (fig. 3, elements 320 and 330) 

12. As per claims 10, 22 neither Kiraly et al, nor Li nor Hatlelid teach a method and system 
whereby backgrounds comprise visual components conceptually related to said text string used 
as a backdrop behind an animation to place the animation in a particular context. However, the 
examiner takes official notice that it is well known to have a system (television, as an example) 
with a backdrop behind an animation to place the animation in a particular context. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to add the backdrop feature to Kiraly' s system to place the animation 
in a particular context. 
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13. As per claims 1 1,12, 23 and 24 Kiraly et al. disclose a method and a system whereby 
music comprises prerecorded sound effects, and speech to said text string which are presented 
simultaneously with said animation sequence to place said animation sequence in a particular 
context (fig. 4, step 460). 

14. As per claims 13, and 25 Kiraly et al. disclose a method and a system wherein a final 
animation, which is conceptually related to, said text string is composed (The present invention 
is particularly useful for users with dyslexia, other reading disabilities, or visual impairment as 
the simultaneous reinforcement produced by the combination of reading the text-based data 
aloud, highlighting the words that are being read, and playing sounds and displaying imagery 
according to the context of the words that are being read make the information easy to perceive 
and comprehend (column 14 through 15, line 67, line 1-7 ) 

15. As per claim 26 Kiraly et al. disclose a computer programmed to carry out the system 
(fig. 2) 

Conclusion 

1 6- The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Howard R. turtle (US 5,418,948) discloses a computer-implemented process for 
creating a search query for information retrieval system. David J. Kurlander (US 6,810,622) 
discloses a system to generate animated comic panels. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Abdelali Serrou whose telephone number is 703-305-0513. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-5:00. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Talivaldis Smits can be reached on 703-306-301 1 . The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Abdelali Serrou 



01/07/2004 




